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l*e Doc* Commissioners took preliminary steps
yesterday, before Jmlgo Leonard, at supreme
Court, Chambers, to obtain control of tlie balance
.r the Dock fund still in tbe bands of the Comptrol¬
ler. Application was made and granted for an
order to show cause why a mandamus should not
Jusae against the Comptroller directing him to* pay
the lend over to the Dock Commissioners. The
order was made returnable on Monday next, wlien
¦Mie case will come up tor a bearing.

Tlie ease of The People vs. William M. Tweed was

again be lore the court of Oyer and Terminer yes¬
terday, and the day was spent in the inrther argu¬
ment o! the motion to qua^li the indictment. The
tearing wfll be continued this morning, when Mr.
-Weld will reply on behalf of the defendant.

In tbe Court of Oyer and Terminer yesterday, be-
Jore Judge Ingraham, the prisoner Heannell was
mailed upon to plead to the charge of killing John
lHinolioe, and upon application of counsel the
trial was fixed for ten o'clock this morning.

In the same Court Arthur Quinn was called upon
to pleatl to the charge of killing Martin Miner, on
the 13th of August last, and upon application of
prisoner's counsel the trial was set down for Mon¬
day morning next, at ten o'clock.
Decision was given yesterday by Judge Leonard,

of tbe Supreme Court, upon the application made
by Mrs. Anna King for tbe custody of her children.
Mf is the wife of Jonn C. King, between whom and
herself proceedings lor a divorce were pending at
the lime of tbe ailcged shooting of Anthony F.
O'Ncil by her husband, the children then, by pre-
?Ions order of the Court, being in the custody of
.be rather. Judge Leonard directed the children
to be given over to her care, but with permission
to them to visit their father once a week, each
visit to be of two hours' duration.

THE CASE OF WILLIAM M. TWEED.

Another Day of Legal Kmotinler and of
the Law'a Delay.Continual ion of the
Argument on the Motion to Hunch the
Indictment.Mr. Trenuin in Keply to
Defendant's Counsel*
Yesterday the case of The People against W illiam

.J. Tweed wa9 again up before Judge Ingraham in
the court of Oyer and Terminer on a continuation
ol argument by Tweed's counsel to quash the in-
dKtment. This argument to quash is becoming
not only farcical as a legal Illusion, but, unfor-
innately, it fends to bring the administration of
-ustice into contcmpt. The cnange made in the
Judges to try the case must appear unlortunate
liem the fact that Judge ISrady, who had listened
loan the bombast and rhodomontade of defendant's
talking counsel, had just comc to the point to have
eo more special pleading from that frothy gentle-
oian of ''sound and fury" when his seat on tlie
tench was Oiled by another. Judge Hrady nad re-
solved to have Tweed arraigned (list and to listen
to argument after; now, from present appearances,
it win be all argument, and no arraignment, no
trial, no convlctiou, no punishment. So wags the
iegai world along.
4WUMKNT TO Qt'ASt! TIIB INDICTMENT AGAINST

WILLIAM M. TWEED.
The hearing was resumed yesterday morning in

the Court of Oyer and Terminer before Judge In-
grrabam. There were present the same array of
counsel as on Tuesday, the gentleman in tbe big
wig being again prominent as the leader of the
defence. The "Boss," who appeared in exceed¬
ingly good spirits, was prior to the commencement
of the proceedings busily engaged for some time
In conversation with a gentleman whose name did
sot transpire. The court, although well filled, was
devoid of that scene of crushing and excitement
which was apparent on Tuesday last, many doubt¬
less preferring to remain absent until the trial
actually assumes some prospect of its being taken
In band and prosecuted to a conclusion.a pros¬
pect which, from present appearances', seems
highly problematical.
Mr. Peckham, in opening the case for the prose¬

cution, said that wlien the ease was taken Into
Court, the day before yesterday, he had hoped
some progress would have been made, but he was
exceedingly dissatisfied with what had been done.
From the circumstances which the other side had
endeavored to prove It certainly did appear that
the prosecution were going to be trampled on and
bad actually got themselves into an nnfortnnate
ii.uddie. They had urged tnat his presence on be¬
half of tbe District Attorney had been illegal, and
that no lawyer could appear before that body other
than the District Attorney himself. All that he
baddoueliad been to lay the Indictment before
the Grand Jury, to explain it, to examine witnesses
and to advise them to cither find or iguore the
bill, and It was lor the other side to prove the im¬
propriety of any one appearing belore the Orand
Jury oilier than t'ie District Attorney hitu-
*elf. There was no dulerence between liim-
Sell and a party authorised to appear for him.It had been helo (hat lie was disqualified in con-
sequence of certain letters winch had appeared inthe irivune, but there had been no evidence ad¬duced to connect bim therewith. It was Impossibleto conceive that the Court would accept the propo¬sition that n man could not become a public prose¬cutor because he hud expressed an opinion as tot!i. unfitorfte oi ft man to i* entrusted with nil
important position. In which the benefit of the
public was so deeply interested. Counsel had at
ali times a right to expr* >ih mi i.|>mlon as to Whether
a prisoner was Innocent or guilty but In this cate
be could only sav that If tbe prisoner was provedto lie innocent of tbe charge no one would tal e a
gicatcr pleasure in his acquittal than himself. In
teferenoe to the appearance of any other personother than the District Attorney counsel on th<-
other side had shown no principle against It,tut ha<> satisfied themselves w in a pour au¬
thority wfcn h had no point vr ar^iiOK-ut in it.

5? .e"rmi auuioruies in support ol bin rwiit
V> appear before the Jury and m reiercii'eWcHon 2H eni'i it wan competent lor thcl'ltfliift
Attorney to appciut a *ubsrnute. U th<Vcould'

u,eaninP «' «etuon ix io the otiter
.,!! ,r

®ti,Er I^nson than the District Attormv
biineelf should appear before the Grau<) Jun lht v

were equally mMl author./eii ,Zraw the iuZSm
Horn tlic latter part of the same section that^
aL7?tere«yItlmMrrt:He,,t ?,cept al tl> P'oh-bueil

a referre<] alne to sections 3fe

mh»>^l.iiS »ri,kIefer<'n,ce t0 thc intimation of the

reason (if ni waH "ah'e 101 a niiMieuu uijoj by

O.Hn nrv th^?.'ZUllce 01 lhp Proceedings or tlie

kJ. ihin*iT' h5 .
a l,nil"t ° 0,1 '«»<*'«£

£ denied that he advised theCrano

?nVLfoii m e 1,a" advised the District Attorney

Hultatfon* wZL VS8C"' Ho w;u; I,rCMi"' »> no con-

.iul;.. 5?i lth. thorn. Is appeared in his affl-
in.i ».a i >r.w fin ttl<> °l'etJ transactions tie

hTt oil with them under iu« instruction*
r...'rill ,f<) "lf opinion or one of the hrst Attoi-
«!?'.. * ",e Pnited states (in vol. i ol
"pinions, p. 42), an wet) uh to Judge Wilson's opin-

HiH lectnre on common Law, r. :>ci, in iiuiu

U.?!,.w^ waH held that the Cranu Jury had the
right of the presence of the public prosecuto.. In

* Chop's notes the language used by
cnitty was repeated, ami the common law with
rerereme to the presence or thc District Attorney
or any prosecuting officer was laid uown and ex¬
plained. ami by it indictments for high treason or
In any case other than where there was a private
prosecutor, counsel might be picsent with the
Grand Jury and cross-examine their witness
anv ordinary counselor barrister Laving the same
privilege, and the same view was carried out in
the cause or Larrup vs. The State, in which thc cir¬
cumstances hore a strong analogy to thc nuestion
here raised, they having examined witness*. A?
and were regarded as being there by the appoint'-
ment of the District Attorney, several other

were ^ted to support
rd«i ri^t y onc duI* appointed i>y the
I JBl rict Attorney coiild uprn-jir before the

na^nJ«?7 ftu0 exp,alD the ln-UctmeLl K
, f.very eriminal case the prosecuting

officer hurl the rJght to retain nuy counuei lie likeil
to assist him in the trial, and although the same
objection had frequently been taken on previous
overruled ° in aJl008t every instance been

^,°LT.eLrol fhe defence denied that this was bo,
^e McKarland case great trouble

Jili?^ in a
"iBtrict Attorney by reason of his con-

case
*^P°inting some one eJse to prosecute the

wi1Hr«r«»!!h?in ?>"ti?l,c0 his argument, an<l asked
where the legal difference was in the appearance
of one or Mie other before thc tirand Jury.
ii.rPi^?tV?»,A0»in81'1 n,a!"uilic,) thut in cases where
hill if .

Attorney himself was iinaole to attend

fcn
the jury it was lor the Court to appoint his

mat ter liLriiself.llUtl bC Lu° U0 p0Wcr t0 Uct iu the

Mr. Peckham said it was a matter or absolute
necessity that some one should appear befoie tl'o
. land Jury to explain all the circuuistanies m
connection with difficult and intriiate oiuVs
otherwise the jury would never be able to arrive

all mann^'n'r"iHh?n'; they T°VId t)e lu ,lc,;h'

UnJ of things, and therefore he held that
^ne appointed by the District Attorney to

vaiwf ou ho exP11a1n^,1°n to them was cquaiiy as
valid as he could be himseir. With reference to
the name of John Brown, which had been inn-o-

side asa> 1C t0 bjr C0UDBeI on tlic other

, 1 ,
'"ASKONH UrON THE PBNOB,"

he denied that their insinuations with rcsard to it
.

1 correcl or just, and so far as his own
conduct was coucerncd his knowledge ol tne pro¬

ceedings or the ftrand Jnry closcd when h;' left
»m %Lom aua r''<ll"'«ted them to answer to the
bill. The only irregularity claimed in this
case was that the names of the witnesses
were not set forth by the District AtteS^y,

,U!e. on,y reaI pol,,tn which this
result would point to would be the inference that
this jury was incompetent from the fact of a

ii uMifr ^otning hel'ore them. It appeared lo him
that it would be making the action of the Grand

AsIinnSn tlie .drolntetration or jnstice a laree.
Ass inung. even supposing, his preseuce had been
an irregularity, that did not alter the lacts of their
inquiring out all that they had done and acting

KK."/ afterwards, which fact shows that

fore ufir nn?w« ,'.roPerl.v- Hc sul.mil ted, tliere-

wn«t.»i5.r ,hilJ^ ff improper had occurred: that
whatever theie was, supposing it to be lrrenrular
was cured entirely by tlie District AttornevTha£
inp advised the Grand Jury to ignore any previous

'hey h4d taken in the proccedigs and to
Investigate it entirely by themselves.
counsel for the defence cited several leadlnir

cases in an endeavor to prove that the power wus
vested in the Court to quash thc indictment.
Mr.Tremain addressed himself to the principal

question, and said the motion to quash the indict-
.A' V>i' 1° ar,as 'l 'elated to excfuslve lacts, so.iirlit
to be based upon three propositions* first "iriat
Hie proceedings before the Grand Jurv wi -e illegal
SB* Sr*?"5 that this indictmeat was

t hitiltKrt o18 V'rC8Ul.ar,,y as a n"lt ol it, and
third, thfit this irregularity was of Itneif nnon
'he papers before the Court, suiliclent Broiiiul to
,nH*e it the duty of the Court to grant a motion to
quash the Indictment. These three oroDosltlona

| must a I be maintained afflrmatlvelf on tne SKof
he oelendant. It was not enough to sliow that

]!j's was merely an irregularity, bnt tlie whole of
'he points mupt be established before the Court

v.?1,kfV:?S,,'iod ,n "taring such he the
»»,«

' Clhhani, a sworn attorney oi this and of all
the Courts ol this State, at the reuuest, or the

request '"or^"/he concurrence and jo.nt
request ol the District Attorney of the
county appeared be/ore the Grand Jurv
witliout any objection being raised, and by'
their Implied and expressed consent hi?
proceeded to examine the witnesses on the part of
the go\cinment, explaining the narurc of the ln-

th«S i81)? IeuT1I)tr 'he matter afterwards with
fnnrwi ii * '® decide. This was the slender

asner m.°D "pon *hlch high Hupersti ucture or
' aeeusations ami imputations of mo-

!LnM Wijs raised which had occupied the at- !
tent ion of that Court for the whole if oue day It
was on this slender ground that the prosecution
had been abused, and all connected wnhii in a
manner unparalleled in his experience. Oue dav
had been occupied in beggiug the highest Court r.f
original jurisdiction in criminal Courts to dismi«s
an indictment that had been found by the (iraini
nrmirn

county for an offence Involving the loss

miule hw .ho r l0^. aIccort,1,,ff 'o tile accusation
rna<le by the Grand Jury, taken unlawfully mi
wrongfully from the taxpayers or he city a
< p"n'y of New Vork, and the limit to these exnres-
sions and to this so-called argument seeiiieii to
rest entirely upon the strength and the^nersisN
""J* the counsel lor the defendant, lie wis
unwilling to suppose for a moment that the

FOUL IMITTATIONH
iliat had been made upon tlie Grand Jury and ttie
Attorney General, an honored member of the pro-
tension, could have received the approval or the
Court, or that His Honor's silence could lie at¬
tributed to any other cause than a reluctance to
interiere even when tne widest latitude neemod in-
sutUclent for the WdlMl. The consequence was
that if that were the law at Itoine they must no ut.
Howe as the Romans do, and if that Court should
be converted into an arena for the exhibition of
auditorial combats, or into a bear den, tne respon¬sibility would not rest upon those who were depre¬
cating it. In the first place, when the Assistant
District Attorney, alter several unsuccessful efforts
to arraign the deiendant in the simple dischargeof his duty, moved that the deiendant should be
arraigned, he was told that the counsel for the
government had this "indictment upon the brain;*'that they were so eager to get at the defendant
that they were blinded to even the sanctity of
honesty. They had been told that Mr. I'eckham
had been guilty of a violation of the
statute of the State and ougut to be
indicted. Tliey had been told that the Grand Jury,In order to cover up their criminal conduct, hud
sought concealment under the name of "John
Brown." They hud heard an aspersion thrown
upon a Judge of the Supreme Court, because lie
had attempted to arrest a guilty man "upou the
pretentious authority of a so-called Attorney-
Gcneral." Improper motives of political hostilityhad been imputed to the gentleman who appearedbefore the Grand Jury. He took the occasion,therefore, to protest against such conduct, and lie
should not follow, at least just now, this example;but he desired the counsel to understand that theyrecognized no superiors at that bar, and no school¬
masters. And when the gentleman who arraigned
the counsel lor the government asked, alter weeks
of delay and days occupied in dilatory motions, to
simply arraign the deiendant, he could uot see the
force ef a criticism upon them for endeavoring
to discharge their duty. What could they do
that would be acceptable to the defendant or his
learned counsel f Should they go down on their
bended knees, with obsequious manner, and ask
the honorable defeudant whether he would be
good enough to plead, and, if not, when
It would be convenient for him to plead to the In¬
dictment that this impudent Grand Jnry had
thought fit to bring against Idni 1 They had be¬
lieved that tills defeudant was in only the same
position as any other defendant against whom a
Grand Jury had laid an Indictment lor a greatoffence. 1 he Attorney Geueral, he whs sure, would
receive no damage by the aspeisious coming from
the counsel for tlie defence: these aspersionswould carry no weight outside of a very limited
circle, for he could sustain himself by the knowl¬
edge that he was only doing his duty. He con¬
tended that ids friend had every right to be pres¬ent with the Grand Jury, and the introduction oi a
prosecution only altered the common law so lar as
the statute altered it; and when the common law
said a private prosecutor had a right to appearand be with his witnesses he demanded to know
where the statnte was that changed it. In com¬
mon law a prosecutor had a right to lie nresent,and this merely to alleviate thecomlict that had
grownup in many cases between the prosecutor
and the Grand Jury, and, so lar as any case
was known, any counsellor of the Court
could be present with the jury except
at their deliberations and the tasting
of their vote. So much for the alleged it regularity,
and so far as the allegation about the certiilcatc
was concerned, there would lie but one offence
charged. His friend has spoken oi larceny. How
could It be larceny when the dciendunt did not
take two money f Bat It whs lorgcri.» paper
signed by all the parties: but he denied that there
was any Court which charged more than one
offence, and in setting out any particular offence
it was quite competent to set out that the parly
had lieen guilt v of other similar offences. An re-
garded the audit, there was nothing hi the rftjiluie,
It was true, setting forth how it should lie made,
but it was certain that that duty had been neg¬
lected. lie held tiiat there was nogioundnponwhich the Court r«iult| quash the indii Uncut, and
stud jt must be remembered that tl.e defeudant
sued iU U19 tame | ositiuu us aujono t.s.c wouid

BtHiiU if charged with aimiiat crime, and whs entt-
tlo-l onij -to llw wnne ^ntl»ouskIc .'at.on.
.Th, .»»>!«'*# lit Sjrin"*of 1 «ie tr.al was tl.< n nd-

journ««i unti Hut- day, when Mi. f ield Will reply
joy the ueleni'.aiit.

_

AN J»8IDE VIEW OP "ERIE'
OPERATIONS.

HUfcsy of Jixy finuM ¦ ion.
1'bt Rlaiion of tt«i»«r»J» On. Mcflcl-
1m km<1 Other* to in* BifMloiy of tli«
Kiit Railway.Oo«lti'» R«IfBWi
A new chapter ha« been added to the history of

tt>e Erie King collapse, which must prove interest¬
ing in a!) tfc< aupectsol this interminable litigation*
How Gnu id wa« dethroned ami the lacte connected
with the «®i/p H'Mat o! General tttckles while he
was here on a brief vlfit from the Beat ol his minis¬
terial duuee ai Mailno, and the co-operation of
General I>ix in that most successful raid on the
Erie Rinp, wnl be fonud detailed as given below
from the testimony of those who knew whereof
they testified, given before a referee the other day.
The testimony subjoined wasgiven on reference in
support, of the motion made before Judge rancher
in ttupitmo Court Chamber* to vacate the order or
arrest fonrrt against, Gould:.

IfCKHMONY OF EDWIN EM»mn».K.
Edwin Kldridge, having been iworn, deposed as lol-

o* Where do you reside and what is your occupation?
A, I reside in tne >ity ol Elinira. N. Y., anil <. »n a mauu-

'''o^'lVsVe vou'been a director ol the Erie Railway ("cm-
nimy, aud ior how long t A. 1 we* a director iroin the

T'^TouaS^Tin April, 1871..by the Board of
Director*, one of the committee to examine into tne
transactions of that company of Jay Gould, James ri»a.
Jr.,au<l Frederic it A. Lane r A. Yes.

,y. Did you sign u report or rcicase to be executed to
those gentlemen v A. f did.
O. Did you, as one o« the directors, vote in favor or tne

execution of such release f A. I did.
.m(J Did vou. as such director, also vote on December JO,

lS7i. or thereabouts, in lavor ol a'release. then or soon
flfti»rwartlfl cxecnteu to the particj, op the part ot
ihe company by John Hilton and Henry Thompson as a
laumHtee r^. HIld*vptjng in mvor of each of these re¬
leases did you act in good taith end with a view to the
real interest of the company? A. I did, sir.6 And so far as vou have any knowledge, information
or neUef, d.d the oth« r directors, voting with vou in lavor
of such release, act iu like manner 1 «A. I think tlieydid.

THR I1EATH AND RAPHAEL LAWSPIT.
O. At the time that such releases were executed was

any litigation pending to which the Erie Railway « om-
iifthy ami Juy Gould were parties in which a intention wasraised concerning tne validity ol the lame ol certain con¬
vertible Itonds bv the Executive Committee oil he com¬
pany tof whom Jay Gould wan one), and In which charges
were made that the proceeds of such convertible bonds
had not been accounted ior to the eouipuny ? A. 1 know
there w»s a suit brought against the company by Heath
und Raphael, in which general charges were made
against Mr. Qould.

,o. Look at this paper now shown to you and saywliethcr it is or is not a copy of the complaint In the suit
ol Heath and Raphael against the Erie Bailway <om-
pany, Gould and others which was submitted to the com¬
mittee which made the report referred tor A. «

,O. Stato whether It is not charged In this complaint
that a large share of the moneys received ironi the sale
of those convertible bouds had not been accounted tor.
A. I am aware of the existence of this suit, and that is

°'y. 'Was'n'ot'a copy of that hill of complaint lai«l
airthe directors ot the company who were in attendance
al the meetings where the resolutions sanctioning these
releases were passed? A. I remember that when the
committee were appointed they were directed to inve-ti-
gate the charges in that particular suit, and that a copyot the bill ol complaint was on the table of the board.
u Was it not charged in that complaint that enormous

amounts of money belonging to the said company had tor
long periods ol time been retained in the hands of Gould,Klsk and l ane, and had been used by them for their own
private advantage ? A. Yes. sir.
0 Were there not at thai time many general and vague

charges of fraud and misuse of the corporate lUndspub-liclv made against Messrs. Gould, Fisk and Lane in con¬
nection with the affairs of the company ? A. Yes. sir.
O. Did not the committee appointed by the Board lake

Into consideration all these various chargesund endeavor
to ascertain the facts about them? A. llicy did, sir;
they wi re instructed to do so.

, , . ,O. ujd Mr. Gould exercise any influence or control, over
vou as a member of this committee or over any ot yourassociates, so ler as you arc aware? A. He did not over
me; I do not know anything about mv associates.
O. Did vou act with entire independence of Mr. Gould,

both as a'member of the committee and as a member ol
the board of Directors, In reporting and voting lor the
execution of such releases ? A. 1 did.
o. Hiate what was jour motive in consenting to tne ex¬

ecution of these releases. A. Because I supposed it was
right; because 1 was unable to discover Ironi the exami¬
nation any reason why they should not be grunted : al«o
because I believed it would be for the interest of the com¬
pany, «o as (o end any litigation.
O. bid Mr. Gould refuse to answer any Inquiries .ad¬dressed to him by the committee In the course ot l.helrinvestigation ? A. I am not aware, that tne committee

went, to Mr. Gould for any Information, hut wewenfto
the Assistant Treasurer and to the Auditor and other
ofllcers ot tne company.

Tnv. PROPOSALS TO Mil. S. L. ¥. BARI.OW.
Q, Were vou at the Erie Railway office on the 11th ot

Murch, 187i? A. Yes.
,O. llid vou on Ihc evening ot that day have an inter¬

view with Mr. duinuel L. M. Harlow? A. I did.
u. Did you have any conversion with him upon the

sub!eetoi a compromise betweoi the persons repre¬sented bv hitn, claiming to be directors on theonetiilo
and Mr. tlould on the other side? A. 1 did, sir.
u. State the substance of that Interview. A. I asked

permission of Mr. Could to see Mr. Burlow and see n
some terms could not be made in settlement ot the
matter. He told me 1 might. 1 then went to Mr. Bur-
low's house and found him there. 1 told him that I had
come to.ee if anv compromise ot this matter between
them and Mr. Uould could not be made, and the answer
w»« thut he would be very glad to compromise. HJsaid that it Mr. Uould and his party would surrendor ant
give them the control of the road, they would discharge
Mr Uo.ild tVom all liabilities ill question, and would pro¬
tect Mich contracts as he had that were not outrageous.
That was about the language used by him. I told
him 1 thought the matter could be settled In that
vav, and assured hlm that I should do everything in my
power to bring It about, and If Mr. Gould did not agree
to those terms I should abandon his side, and go witU
tliera He, on his part, said that It should be carried out;
1 then went back to the office and Informed Mr. Gould of
the arrangements which I had made. I met Mr. HenryN. Smith there, and he joined with me in persunding Mr.
Uould to accept the terms offered. Mr. smith and I
went to Mr. Barlow's house again that evening, and
there the matter was talked over in accordance with
the arrangement! 1 ha>' made, and an agreement to that
effect come to, and it was verbally arranged that on the
next morning he would meet Mr. Uould, and an agree¬
ment would bo drawn up carrying out our views. Mr.
Barlow was salt-fled '.o settle on tho»e terms, and tuid he
did not care how much Mr. Gould had stolen.
o. Wnat dl.l he say about past transactions of Mr.

Uould. li anything? A I think Mr. Smith made use of
tho language, "Let bygones he bygones, to which Mr.
Barlow a-isented; the miiii and substance ol our conver¬
sation was that an arrangement was come to by which
the whole thing should be ended, and that they would
give a full release ami pay to Mr. Uould the uiouey wlilcn
fie had loaned the company.
O. Did Mr. Uould as-ent to this arrangement J A. Hedid.'

JAT fiOPLn'S RFSlCKATIOX.
o Did he do anything in pursuance of It f A. He met

Ceii< ral Sickles In the morning and perfected, as lie in-
formed me, mi arrangement; he went into the Directors
room with General Sickles, myseit und other*, aud did
carrv out the arrangement.
Q.'Did Mr. Uould on tbat day resign as 1 resident? A.

"u1 Did not you. Mr. Gould, Mr. Sherwood and Mr.
Drake act together as directors..; the company on tho
llth and litli ot'Mtircli, 1872? A. sir, wo did.
o Was not a meeting called by Mr. Uould, as Frcsl*dtTif. on the 12th of March T A. Yes. .

O Did not yon, Mr. Drake, Mr. Sherwood, Mr. Ifatns-d.-li, Mr. Hall and Mr. Archer attend that meeting, Mr.
Gould acting as President? A. We.lid.
O M that meeting were not the resignations ol a num-bi^'of the oihcr directors presented and accepted? A.

rloyiMd not that meeting then vote to fill the vacancies
hv electing Messrs. Barlow. McClellan, 1 ravers and other
persons acting with them ? A. Yes, sir.
O Did not Mr. could then res gn the Presidency to the

board thus constituted and the board unite in ciectiug
° y%'i!l'not Mr.,"uou"V th»« tnWi the agreement made
onhlsbehall by you and Mr. Smith with Mr. Barlow?

AQV Wa< not O. H.T. Archer the Vice President of the
Erie Railway Company on the llth of March, and tor
some time before and alter that ? A. He was.
O. Did you have any conversation with him upon the

snbiect of a rclea<e to Mr. Uoul.l or the confirmation ol
nsMt releases ? A. i had several conversations with him,in whtcli lie cacli time R<Hiir®(l 111^ that one ot the con-
<11:i<-lis upon which ihey went Into that arrangement
was that they gave a release to Mr. Uould.
y Was not Mr. Archer a party to the arrangement by

which a change in the board, ousting Mr. t.oiild, was at¬
tempted on the llth o. March ? \»^LI)RIDoE.
THE CONSTITUTIONALITY OF THE

INCOME TAX.

liability of State Officers to Pay Taxes
on Their Income*.Suit of Judge >101111
J. Freedman vi< The United Slates..
Cair Vrgnrd and Decision Kmencd.
In the t nlted States Circuit Court, yesterday hu

Interesting case respecting the liability of the sula-
lies of Mule officials to pay Incoinc tux was heard
l»eforc Judge Bhipman. (ieneral Franz Slgel, when
lie was Assessor of Internal Revenue, rlemantletl
from Judge John J. Freedman, or the Superior
Court, $102, as an assessment upon his oftV-iul sal¬
ary of $10,000 a year. It wan contended that the
salary was taxable under the act of Congress en¬
forcing the payment of Income lux. Judare Freed¬
man paid the money under protest, and
appealed to the Commissioner of Internal
Revenue, who, Tor more than six months.
neglected to pay any attention lo the matter. The
time within which the Judge was allowed by law
to wait for the Commissioners' decision having
ended, the Judge Instituted a suit in the I'liiied
Stales Circuit court against (ieneral slpel to re-
cover $lfi'A and on yesterday the cause was heard
before .indue Shlpman. Mr. K. Fitch, counsel for
Judge Freedman. maintained that It was unconsti¬
tutional lo demand Income tx out of the salaries
of State officers, und that the money paid as in¬
come tax by tlie Judge under protest should be
reianded him. Mr. Kiuerson, lor the government.this lieing in fact a suit against the government-said tliar under a recent decision of the SupremeCourt no tax could be levied upon the salary of a
State ofllclal If paid out. ol the State Treasury, but
could be levied if the salary was paid froin the
county lurid.
The court look the papeis and reserved decision.

THE KING-O'NEIL TRAGEDY.
Alinwl Ihe Custody of King's Children.
Mra. King lo Have tlie Charge <>r Them,
hut They Can Vi»tt Mr. King in Prison.
Close upon the I,eels of the King-O'Neil liagcdv,

II W"i le remembered thai, uu application was

made before Jn<ijre I^onard, at fctapreme Court,
Chambers, on behaU ot Mrs. King, for the custody
of her children. lending the proceeding*! for
divorce between Mr. and Mrs. King, the children
were aligned to the t are of Mr. King. The trans¬
fer of the iatter to the City Prison to await an ex¬
amination upon the charge of murder preferred
agaiust him telt the children without a guardian,
and hence Huh application by ills wife. Judge
Leonard yesterday gave his de< ision in the case.

leonakd's dkcision.
Mrs. Ring must take the custody of the children.

They musi trn permitted to visit Mi. Kint? once a
week, when ttieii b<alth and the weather will in
Mrn. King's discretion, allow, with a suitable at¬
tendant selected by her and paid i»y Mr. King.
Visits to be oJ two hours if Mr. King wishes.

ANOTHER MANDAMUS AGAINST
THE COMPTROLLER.

The Do<k ComnilmtiioiaiH Want Control
ot the Doeh Fnu<l.Comptrollri (irten
Will Not Give It U|»]dvoklng the Ar¬
bitration of the Coui't.
An application wus made yesterday by Mr. Abra¬

ham R. Lawrence before Judge Leouard, at Bu*
preme Court Chambers, lor an order to show cause

why a mandamus would not issue against the
Comptroller directing Inm to pay over to the
Dock CommiHsloners the balance of dock bonds
issued by the city still in lus possession.

"I would like to have this suit made returnable
at the earliest moment possible]" urged Mr. Law¬
rence.

"Well. I'll make it a week from Monday," an¬
swered the Judge. "There are always some two
hundred cases on m.v calendar."
"Two hundred cases against the comptroller ?"

asked Mr. Lawrence.
..Not quite so bad nn that. I mean my general

calendar," explained the Judge. "The comptroller
complains that the flood of niandammcs pouring
into his oiiic is so great that he has not time to
prepare to meet them."
"Hut this I insist." persisted Mr. Lawrence,

"should have a preference, it is a matter ol in¬
terest to large numbers. There are some live
hnudred thousand dollars ol dock fund still in
the Comptroller's hands. The Comptroller thinks
that he alone should disburse this moucy and sign
by warrant for that amount for the Dock Depart¬
ment. This compels extra labor and delays and
the Dock Commissioners claim the right to pay out
the money on their own warrants."
After some further remarks Judge Leonard

finally made the ordei returnable on next Thurs¬
day.

BUSINESS IN THE OTHER COURTS.

SUPREME CQUHT.CIRCUIT.
Decision.

By Judge \an Brunt.
Nathaniel tVcsi vs. Second Presbyterian church

ol Brooklyn, N. v..Judgment for defendant.

SUPERIOR COl'RT.SPECIAL TERM.
Decisions.

By Judge Cnrtis.
Jeremiah s. Lane vs. Anthony P. Sutter et al..

Motion granted on payment o/ defendant's costs of
opposing.
William Koenig vs. Adam Steckel et al..Com¬

plaint dismissed.
By Judge Barbotir.

John J. Xolan vs. Alfred W. Willioont et al..Mo¬
tion denied, with $10 costs.

COURT OF COMMON PLEAS-SPECIAL TfRNI.
Decision.

1iV Judge Robinson.
TItUlrotli vs. Allison..Judgment for defendant,

with costs. Findings tiled.

MAF.IKE COURT.SPECIAL TEfiM.
Interesting lo Doing l!u«ln««« In

New York and Non-Kcsidcnts.
Before Judge Tracy.

Cornelia Biakeley vs. Ira K. Doying..1TIiIh is an
application to discharge or vacate an attachment
indued from this Court ou the ground that the de¬
fendant was at the time of the application for the
same a non-resident of the city of New York. The
defendant now seeks to have the attachment set
aside for the reason that he is not within the mean¬
ing of the attachment laws a non-resident. He
admits for other purposes that he is a resident of
Huntington, L. 1., his family reside there and
he visits them and sleeps there at leust
three nights in the week, but claims
that as he conducts his business in this
city and sleeps here four nights in the week
be is not a non-resident within the statute author¬
izing attachments to issue against non-residents.
On the «l«fendant'B own showing 1 think the i'ourt
would bf justified in holding him a non-resident;
but the numerous affidavits of the plaintiir in op¬
position to the motion puis the question of non-
residence beyond dispute. I'nder the attachment
laws applicable to this court a man may be a non¬
resident notwithstanding he carries on business in
this city, keeps his bank account here and sleeps
here several nights in the week. Counsel for de¬
fendant, to support his motion, cites the case of
Towner vs. Church, 2 Abbott, page 209. 1 thiuk
this Court should be governed by Murphy vs. Bald¬
win, 11 Abbott, new series, page 407, as well as
Barry vs. Bockover, c Abbott, page ;t7»; Crane vs.
Wilson, 8 Abbott, page 78, and Lee vs. Stanley, u
Howard's Prac. Rep., page 272.
Motion to vacate attachment denied, with costs.

COURT GF GENERAL SESSIONS.
A Shooting AITray in First Avenue.Dis¬

charge of the Prisoners.
Before Recorder Hackett.

The first case tried yesterday was an indictmcnt
for lelonlous assault uud battery agalust Thomas
Kenney, the complainant being Thomas Costcllo,
keeper of a porter house, corner ol Twenty-fifth
street and First avenue. He swore that on the 24th
of October while entering Ills store he was shot at
by Keuuev, without the least provocation. On cross-
examination it came out that costello had been
arrested frequently, and that lie was arrested on
the charge of murdering Mr. Nathan, but dis¬
charged. The officer in the cose swore that Cos-
tello's place was the resort of disorderly characters.
A number of witnesses tor the defence, among
whom was u respectable young man, flatly contra¬
dicted Costello s story, testifying that Costello
turned round and shi*t at Kenny and his com¬
panion, Edward Hnran.
The jury rendered a verdict of not guilty without

leaving their seats.
The District Attorney fled an indictment against

Kdwaru Horan, growing our ol 'he same affair, and,
with the consent or the court, iloran was dis¬
charged.
Bobbery of a Lady In Second ivrnne.A
Case of Mistaken Identity.it n Kuril-

Scene In Court.
Frederick Cartland, a youth, was tried upon a

charge of robbery. Miss Hilda Slebenchen testified
that on the 17th of October, aiter she got out of a
car on the corner of Thirty-fifth street and Second
avenue, she was seized and held by Cartland and
his confederate snatched a pocket bock out of her
hand which contained $11. The hoys escaped, but
next day Cartland was arrested by a detective
upon a description given hy the complainant. She
said that she had seen the prisoner at the corner
on two or three previous occasions and was sure
he was the youug rnau who participated in the
robbery.
Counsel for the prisoner pnt him on the stand,

and he swore that he never saw the lady in his
lile and that she was mistaken. A brother of the
accused was told to stand up and Miss Siebcnchen
re-entered the witness box and exclaimed, "Oh,
that Is the youug man!" She subsequently said
she could not positively swear which of the
brothers held her. I'nder those circumstances the
Recorder Instructed the Jury to render a verdict
of not guilty. In discharging Cartland Ills Honor
intimated that, from his antecedents It was proba¬
ble that he (Cartland) would finish his life In the
state I'rtson, and hoped that this escape would be
a warning to him. This episode relieved the
monotony -..f the proceedings, and when the two
brothers were pliced before the voung lady tor
identification the spectators manifested consider¬
able merriment.

Grand Larcenies.
Barney Walsh pleaded guilty to larceny from the

person, the Indictment dunging him with steal¬
ing, on the 7th of November, a gold watch chain,
worth from John Babe, while walking through
Spring street. Four years and six months bard
labor in the State Prison was the sentence pro¬
nounced by the I ourt.
.lames Ward, who, on the 24th of October, stole a

5old chain valued at $40 from the pet son of Thomas
IcCuire, In 'I hiid avenue, pleaded guilty to an at¬
tempt nt grand larceny.
John Connors, being Indicted for stealing a gold

watch and chain valued at $150, on the 2lst of Sep¬
tember, from Dorence B. Pitts, pleaded guilty to
ati attempt to commit the crime.
John (Jornian, who was charged with burglari¬

ously entering the premises of Peter Kohler, 142
Mulberry street, on the 6th of October, and steal¬
ing $ -0 Worth or tools, pleaded guilty loan attempt
at burglary in the third degree.
These prisoners were each sent to the State

Prison lor two years und six months. William II.
Clark, against whom was a charge of larceny, in
stealing clothing valued at #3f> on the llth or Sep¬
tember, pleaded guilty to petit larceny, and was
sent to the Penitentiary for six months.

Conviction of a Car Picbporket.
Patrick Verity and Joliu l.afTerty were tried upon

an indictment charging them with picking the
pocket pf LUen Courtney ou the 4th or November

while riding on the platform «f a "HilTd awnne rer.
The pocketbook contained |I4 60. It appeared
from the testimony that there was a doubt as to
Laflcity's complicity in the 1 licit, and the jury ac¬
quitted him; but tue proof against Verity wan so
cleat that a verdict of guilty wan promptly ren¬
dered. Hie Honor sent b.iu to the Penitentiary for
thiee years.

A Bold Larceny.
William Long wan tried and convicted of grand

larceny, which was committed in an audacious
manner. Tne testimony of the prosecution
showed that on Saturday, August 17, Louse and
his confederate, Sullivan, entered the premises of
Moses Christie & Brother, 38o Pearl Htreet, and stood
in a line with the workmen who were being pain
off, and that, while Mr. Christie turned his back for
a moment, Sullivan put his hand into the window
and grabbed seven ten dollar bills and ran, tol-
lowedby Long. The jury were satisfied from tiio
evidence that he acted 111 complicity with Sullivan,
and rendered a verdict o/ guilty. Long was re¬
manded for sen teme.

JfrfERSPK MABKU POLICE C0t»T.
Rtttivinic Stolen tioodn.

The case or Isaac Lyon, who keeps a shop at
64 Market st-reet. charged with receiving stolen
goods, came up for e>amination before Justice Cox
at Jefferson Market yesterday. Mr. Charles J. Bur¬
nett Identified certain property found in the place
oi Lyon as a portion oi that taken from ills store
by burglars on the niglit or the 2d or December.
Further examination was waived, anil Lyon was
held to bail m the sum of $2,300.

Burglary.
Thomas Lucas, a joung colored man, wasbrought

up charged with burglary, in breaking into the
room of James Parker, also o'.ored, No. 126 Greene
street, and stealing ft quantity ol women's cloth¬
ing. committed lor further examination.

Policy i)< ali rii.

Hawiey ingles, of lev, Thompson street, changed
with violation of the lottery lAw, wash eld to bail at
Jefferson Market yestertiay in the sum of tooo to
answer.
The evidence against John Farrell, charged with

similar offence, was somewhat defective, and he
was required to give bail lor future good behavior.

COURT CALENDARS.THIS DAY.
Sim rkmk Court.Special Tkrm.Held by Judge

Faneher..Law and Fact.Nos. 20, 37, 31, 32, 33, 31,
35, 36, 38, 39. '10, 41, 42, 43. 44, 4ft.
Supreme Cocrt.circuit.Parr i -Held by Judge

Van Brunt..Short causes.Nos. 1643,1707 'i, 1009,
2953, 3023, 3160, 3207, 3286, 3421, 3429, 34:11, 3461, ".483,
3M)9. 3626, 3620, 3089, .'1091, 3709, 3756, 3767, 3867, 3879,
3017, 3'.«1, 3926, 4039. Part 2.Held by Judge
Brady..Nos. 39343940, 262^, U4:S4, 3028, 3740,
1456)a, 2308, 3038J,, 3618, 3642, 3632, 3092, 3ti94, 3850,
3938, 2994, 3054, 3160, 3304, 3420, 3568, 3006, 3700, 3770.
Supreme Court.Cuambeiss.Held by Judge

Leonard..Nos. 38, 47, 53, 66, 08, 71. 77. 78, 80, 81, 82,
8J, 80, 87, 88, 90, 103, 104, 100, 107Ja, 108, 109, 110.
Call 115.
superior Court.Trial Term.Part l.Held by

Judge Freedinan Nos. 547, 1551, 1319, 789, 1876,
1877, 1695. 1057, 815, 183, 160t>, 1869, 1709, 1429,
1695,
Court ok common Pleas.General Term.Held

by Judges Charles P. Daly, itobinsou and Loew..
Nos. lo:>, 29, 88, 90. 97, 133, 167, 40, 41, 42, 43, 47,
05, 77, 101, 104, 108, 110, 121, 123, 124, 134, 141.
court ok Common Pleas.1Trial Term.Part 1.

Held by Judge J. F. Daly..Nos. 1077, 1614, 840, 332,
1084, 1712, 08, 009, 1034, 1680, 1624, 1061, 374, 1386,
632, 1052, 1073, 1560, 1042, 1707.
Marine Court.1Trial Term.Part l.Held by

Judge Shea..Adjourned to Monday, December 9.
Part 3.Held by Judge Tracy..Adjourned to Mon¬
day, December 9.
Court op Oyer and Terminer.Held by Judge

Ingraliam..Burglary, Chester S. Jones; grand lar-
cony, C. Hughes; leionious assault and buttery,
William Moore.
Court ok General Sessions.Held by Judge

Hackett..Robbery, John Kenny; felonious assault
aud battery, James O. Chambers; burglary, John
Lawson. James L. Watson, William Davis; perjury,
John Duggan; grand larceny, Peter Wiley, Sieg-
raund Schocnberg, Anthony Johnson, Felix Belt*
rend, Alexander White and Joseph Townsend;
receiving stolen goods, Abraham tlilfelder; carry¬
ing slDugshot, Daniel Mathews. *

UNITED STATES SUPBEME COURT.
Is a Power of Attorney Made by a .Luna¬

tic Va I ill !.Trustee* of a Colored Bap¬
tist Cliurch in Hot Water.

Washington, d. <?., Dec. 8,1872.
So. 1. Dexter vs. Hall et al..Error to the cir¬

cuit Court for the District of California..The
grantors of Dexter, having acquired possession of
real property In San Francisco, purchased the fee
of the property from one Harris, who had been
given a power of attorney to sell it by the owner,
then a lunatic, confined in an asylum near Phila¬
delphia. The heirs olihe owner, John Hall, a lieu¬
tenant in the navy, asserting that the power
of attorney made by their father when a
lunatic was void, and thnt no considera¬
tion was ever realized for its execution,
brought this suit in ejectment to recover the prop-
erty from the grantees or the purchasers under the
instrument. The verdict below eHtablished the
lunacy of Hall at the time of the transaction, and
the judgment was for his heirs. The cause was
brought here and was argued at the last term.
Subsequently the Court ordered a reargument on
the questions whether, first, a power of attorney
made by a lunatic is void or voidable, and second,
whether the deed given In pursuance of the power
of attorney was void. These questions were now
argued, the plaintiff in error maintaining that the
power of attorney was not absolutely void, but
simply voidable, and that the parlies paying a valu¬
able consideration for the deed and taking with¬
out notice the conveyance would be sustained.
The defendants contend that there could be no au¬
thority delegated by an Insane man, and that, con¬
sequently, all conveyances lonnded upon the power
of attorney were void as that Instrument Itself.
Roscoe Conkling for plaintiffs in error; McAllistcr,
Pike A Galpin lor deiendants.
No. 6. Bouldin et al. vs. Alexander et al Appeal

from the Supreme Court of the District of Colum¬
bia..This was a suit in equity brought by Alex¬
ander und others against Uouldln and others, to
have determined which of the parties were
Trustees of the Third Colored Baptist church of
Washington, and as such officers entitled to the
possession and custody of the church bnildlng ana
property; and whether a deed by which Bouldin
conveyed the land on which the church is erected
to Alexander and his co-claimants was defective.
The decision "below was in favor of the plaintiff*
there, and it Is here contended that on the tacts
presented the Court erred in its decision on both
the questions involved. More and Kiddle for ap¬
pellants; Thomas Wilson for appellees.

COURT OF APPEALS CALENDAR.
Albany, N. Y., Dec. 6, 1R72.

The following is the day calendar of the Court of
Appeals lor December 6,1872:.Nos. 358, 384, 4SH),
491, 868, 860, 870, 871.

HOWIHG IS ENGLAND.
Addy and Bagnall in Tlietr Second
Scullers' Match.Sharp Work.Bagnall
the Winner by a Foal.

[From the London Sportsman, Nov. 20.]
Newcastle, Nov. 19, 1872,

The second of the two scullers' matches between
Robert Bagnall, of Newcastle, and Mark Addy, of
Manchester, came off on the Tyne to-day, and re¬
sulted in favor or Bagnall upon a foul. Our readers
will remember that Bagnall defeated the Manches¬
ter sculler in the first of the brace of contests upon
the Thames a fortnight ago, and the match of to¬
day was for the same stake, the sum at issue being
£100 a side, and the course one mile in length. The
starting point was ninety yards below Paradise
quay and the finish at the Scotswood Suspension
Bridge. Mr. Hugh Patrlckson was referee and
Mr. J. Blenkinsop distance jndge. The competing
oarsmen took ship at four o'clock, when a thin
mist was creeping down the liver and when the
tide was already beginning to turn. Bagnall won
the toss for sides and chose the northern or Inside
berth.a great advantage. Betting commenced at
3 to 1 on Kagnall before going on board the official
steamer, but afterwards 5 to 2 was taken, and
just before the start a lew bets of 2 to 1 on Hag.
nail were laid. The Tyne man was shown up by
James Taylor, who was in an elght-oared cutter:
and Harry Kelley, who was also in an eight, piloted
Addy. Bagnall got the best of the start, his boat
showing two or three feet In front; but Addy,
stroking forty-two, at once rushed up to him, and,
when a hundred yards had bren covered, was in
possession of a slight lead. He then began to come
across towards Ills man In the old style, and. Bag-
nail giving way, Addy increased Ills lead to three-
quarters ol a length when a quarter of a mile had
been covered. By this time tliey were so close to¬
gether that a Jonl was Inevitable, and Addy,
who was a long way out or his water,
touched Bagnall's right-bund scull with his left
twice. Then he left off a bit, when Bagnall, put¬
ting on a splendid spurt, rowed right up level.
Addy then began to wear In again, and this time
Bagnall, who was lending two or three leet, caught
his left hand scull with the blade of his right, and
tilted him completely over. Addy's boat capsized,
and Mark clung to It until rescued by Bagnall's
cuttor, which picked him npand took him on board.
About a third of a mile had been covered when the
occurrence took place, and Bagnall, going on, fin¬
ished the distance at leisure. Afterwards Bagnall
claimed the racc on the first foul, and the referee,
alter hearing evidence, decided in his lavor, as, in¬
deed, he was bound td do.
The shores were crowded with spectators, and

six steamers, all heavily freighted, accompanied
the rpce.

TAMMANY HALL.

Reorganizing the District Delegations.Kepcrta
of Inefficiency and lack of Fidelity

Arcorg the Members.

The Tammany Hill Democratic Gene.al Com-
mlttee met in Tammany Hall last evening*
John Fox in the chair. There was a large attend¬
ance. Mr. John Keliy, from the committee oi too
appointed to Investigate the condition of the va¬
rious Assembly districts as to efficiency, harmony,
4c , reported that the committee would be aoie to
report in full at the next meeting. At, pre»?4t
however, they were able to report the Condition of
the Seventh, Eighth, Tenth and Seventeen*!! As¬
sembly districts, the members of which wire ex¬

amined separately. From the delegates in ' tie
SEVENTU AbcEMfiLY DISTRICT

the information was elicited that a large numbet
of the delegates had not acted unitedly ijo> co¬
operated with their associates at the late election,
or in favor or the gentlemen nominated by the
party, and the committee had much reason to be¬
lieve that this General Committee cannot place
any reliance on the fidelity of that delegation as
now constituted. There aro individual mcmbrrH,gentlemen 01 political strength and personal worm,
against whom the committee do not wish to cast
the slightest reUei tiou. The largest number of
the delegation, however, supported and voted the
Apollo Halt ticket for Mu \ or and co-operated with
that association. We recommend to the General
Committee that, for the purpose of a genera) re¬
organization in tills district, the seats oi the
wliole delegation be declared vacant.
Your committee aiso had before them the dele¬

gation from
THE EIGHTH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT,

and on deliberate investigation found that tits
principal member of said delegation a <.-
aiiowledged that he toad not votod at
the late election, because there were
gentlemen on the Tammany liall ticket objection¬
able to him, nor did he support your candidates
by his influence, but remained away from the pons
all duy. Individual members of the dclegatiou
stated reluctantly that the work of the
canvass was done by six or seven mem¬
bers, that the delegation was rarely
called together and that it was very dout<t-
ful if they could ever act harmoniously 01 em¬
inently under the present management. Jiine-
tentlis of the population of the Eighth <i.s-
trtct German citizens, who have heretofore
co-operatcd with tne organization, and y"iir
committee is umler the Impression »Mat. lit¬
tle If any effort was made to tontlnue their con¬
nection or prevail on them to vote for the nomine a
of the organization, in consideration of the-e
facts, and in accordance with the opinion of your
committee, of the utter impossibility of relying <>n
the delegation as formed, we recommend that the
scats of the whole delegation be declared vacant,
and would recommend in making up new delega¬tions that the interests of our German citizens be
more liberally represented. There are reliable, and
trustworthy men amoug the members of ilie dele¬
gation. but they are in the ihinority, and are in no
way lcsponsible for the inefficiency 01 the delega¬tion.
The delegation from the

TENTH ASSEMBLY DISTRICT
is not so strong and efficient as to warrant its con¬
tinuation as at present formed, its leading mem¬
ber lavorcd a judicial nominee of Apollo Hall who
was his personal friend at the late election, and it
is shown that he voted and electioneered for James
O'Brien. A great want of confidence is shown
among the voters in the district in the delegation,
and your committee would recommend that a
change be made likely to make it wholly efficient
and trustworthy, aud secure for it the confidence
of those whom it represents, aud in consequence
recommend that all the seats of the delegation be
declared vacant.
The members of the

8EVKNTEENT1I ASSEMBLY DISTRICT
also appeared, and it is shown that thev were
composed so antagonistic as to rarely act
together. The delegation is now reduced to
one-half its original organization. Power should
be given the remaining members to fill tne \acan-
eies, as provided by the bylaws; but we would rec¬
ommend that the members consult the various
interests of their district that may be in Imimcny
with Tammany Hall.

T1IE FOLLOW TNT. RESOLUTION
is recommended for adoption:.
Resolved. That the seals of the member? from the

Seventh, Eighth and Tenth Assembly districts be, mid
tlicy are hereby declared, vacant, and that tti"*o ilis-
trletl be referred to the Committee ou Organisation, (or
the purpose of filling said vacancies, and ttoat the per¬
sons who may be so selected be notitlcd by the »« mmit-
tee on Organization to nttend the next meeting Of the
General Committee. JDIIN KELLY.

THEODORA MIERSON.
EDWARD OILON.
JOS. BLUMENTHAL.
JURE. KENNKKItllC.
UPWARD K FITZPATRlt K.
EDM I'Nil M. PLUM.
ABRAHAM 8. HEWi IT.

The following resolution relative to thf death of
Horace Greeley was also presented by the commit¬
tee for adoption
Resolved, That In the death of Horace Greeley we lament

the lossol one of the great founders of modern journalism,
who has done much to create that wonderful socio) nad
political institution; a public man of immense aud rare
intellectual powers, ever wielded with intense energy of
conviction for objects which he believed to be lor the
good of mankind; a private citizen virtuous in all the
relations of lite, humane, charitable and full oi kindly
deeds, the crowning glory of whose career will remain;
that ever since the coniitct of arms ceased he has intli x-
iifiv stood for a complete reconciliation among tlie
people and further
Resolved, That, while we feel a profound sense of public

calamity in the event we deplore, we condole tuthliii
relatives in their afflicting bereavement
The General Committee adopted the resolutions

unanimously, and adjourned until next Thursday
night.

MEETMG OF THE CHlflBER OF COltMEBCE.

The Department of Dock* to be I«ook<d
After.No More Retaie to be Thrown
Into the Bay.Resolution# Touching the
Death of Air. Griffith.
A regular monthly meeting of the Chamber ol

Commerce was held yesterday afternoon, Mr. Wui.
E. Dodge in the chair. After the transaction of un¬

important business the reports of committees were

declared in order. Reports were read from * om-

mittec No. 5 and Committee No. 8. Mr. Sportord.
the chairman of No. 5, submitted the following
resolution
Resolved, That the Chamber respectfully ash the Sec¬

retary of tiic Treasury i<> recommend the adoption in tho
mercantile marine ol the United states tlie commercial
code of signals as now in use by the navy and all otlu-l
commercial nations. Carried.
The following resolutions came from the same

committee and were also carried:.
Wberess It has been customary for steam ves««ds to

throw their ashes and cinders into the waters ot tin- port
ol New York, and actual examination has shown that
such materials have collected and formed shoal* inju¬
rious to the navigation of the harbor; and whereas it 11
evident that a continuation of the practice will greatly
increase the evil, and it is therefore necessary tor liiu
interests ol commerce that the .'urther deposit ot such
ashes and cinders in said waters be immediately stopped,
and experience lias shown that a small penalty is Insuffi¬
cient to that end; therefore,
Hesolved, That tho Senators and members of Congress

from tills Stato be earnestly requested to secure tlie pas-
sane ol the bill to prevent the throwing of material* of
any kind In the harbors or the United States, which
passed the Senate at the last session of Congress.

i'.esolved, That they be also requested to secure tho
appropriation of MOu.OQU asked for by General .tohn
Ncwtoti,United States Engineers, for the removal «>i shoals
and obstructions from the harbor of New Vork. early
action being called for by the existence of a wreck in the
fair way of vessel* entering at Sandy lioofc, bey oud the
jurisdiction of the State authorities.
Whereas the Legislature of this State, on the 17th day

or April, 1861, established exterior bulkhead and pier
lines for the cities of New York and Brooklyn and the
shores in their vicinity, which lines had been determined
after thorough examination and full hearing of all par¬
ties Interested, by a commission of eminent scientific men
appointed for the especial purpose of determining how
far the shores could sately be extended into the water* of
the har ior; and whereas the said commission recom¬
mended that no structures whatever be permuted to en¬
croach beyond the said lines; and whereas, by subse¬
quent acts of the Legislature, the authority to alter said
exterior lines at will was granted to the Department of
Docks of the city of New York, and specific extensions
were granted to various parties, resulting in imurv to
navigation and threatening greater deterioration ol the
harbor in the future; therefore,
Hesolved, That a committee of three be appointed by

the Chamber to itamc a bill restoring the exterior bulk¬
head and pier lines of IRf>7, and taking from anv and all
parties the power to alter and encroach upon the said
lines for any purpose whatever: and tbat the renresen-
tatives from the city and vicinity in the Legislature o

requested by the Chamber to u*c their Influence and to
work earnestly lor the passage ol the same.

This resolution gave rise to some discussion an to
whether It would or would not improve the city to
have the bulkhead and pier lines extended. Mr.
Hiunt thought It would not, and waa very pointed
in his remarks regarding the efficiency of the pres¬
ent Department ol liocks. Thla Department was
not without Its admirers and supporters, who. in
their turn, hluntiy contradicted what had boon
Haul against their rrtends.

NEW MEMBERS.
The following gentlemen were proposed and

elected members of the Chamber:.James I,. An¬
thony, John Crerar, James M. Dunbar, Henry Parts
i'gleston, lteniamin W. Floyd, Robert N. Hitching,
.lames \V. Mccullob, Alexander E. Urr, Aidi-n S.
Stockwcil and Samuel A. Strang.

wAi.it.ft 8. okimm.
Mr. A. A. Low called the attention of the Cham-

her to the fact of the demise of its late member
and Second Vice President, Mr. Waiter S. (imlHh,
and read a preamble uud resolution expressing
the sincere regrets of the chamber at the loss of
so worthy and zealous a member. The Secretary
was directed to embody Ihom in his minutes ami
send a copy of them to the family of tbe deceased.
Mr. Dodge then made a few remarks to the memory
of Mr. (JrlfTUh, and called attention to the sudden
demise or Mr. Marsh, one oi tho Chamber's old"st
members. A committee was appointed to draw
up resolutions expressive of the great loss the
Chamber acknowledged in the death of so old ami
efllcient a member. After the Secretary bad r-aif
the communications to the Chamber a motion U
.a4iouru was made, seconded cam«4-


